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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This communication is responsive to the amendment filed 14 September 2007. 

2. Claims 1-21 are pending in the current application. In the amendment filed 14 
September 2007, claims 18-21 were added. This action is made Final. 

3. The rejections of claims 1-7 and 10-13 and 15-17 as being unpatentable over US 
PGPub 2004/0186821 to Matson et al in view of US PGPub 2005/0160014 to Moss et al 
and claims 8, 9 and 14 as being unpatentable over US PGPub 2004/0186821 to Matson 
et al in view of US PGPub 2005/0160014 to Moss et al in view of US Patent No 
6,633,878 to Underwood have been maintained and the rejections of claims 18-21 have 
been added. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



4. Claims 1-7 and 10-13 and 15-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US PGPub 2004/0186821 to Matson et al (hereafter Matson) in 
view of US PGPub 2005/0160014 to Moss et al (hereafter Moss). 
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Referring to claim 1, Matson discloses a system for processing incoming data 
and inserting said incoming data into a database, comprising: 

an incoming data receiving component [IM 107], to connect to a source of data 
[sources 101, 103 and 105] and receive incoming data (see [0031]); 

a parsing component [process 21 1] communicating with said incoming data 
receiving component, to receive and parse said incoming data as a function of a 
plurality of fields [supplier name, supplier product number, etc] (see [0037]); 

a loader component, in communication with said parsing component, to receive 
parsed data from said parsing component, and to sort said parsed data [stores in XML 
file 215] (see [0039], lines 1-3) as a function of said plurality of fields (see [0037]); 

a data sorting component [data load technician] to re-sort said sorted data into a 
plurality of tables [files] in said database [database 111] (see [0059]-[0060]). 

However, Matson fail to explicitly disclose the further limitation of sorting the 
parsed data into a plurality of temporary tables. Moss discloses the insertion of 
transactional data into a database, including the further limitation of sorting the parsed 
data into a plurality of temporary tables [staging tables] (se [0465]) in order to increases 
efficiency by avoiding feeding data into a data import process without having a thorough 
understanding of data beforehand. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to load the XML file data of Matson into the staging tables as disclosed by 
Moss. One would have been motivated to do so. in order to increases efficiency by 
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avoiding feeding data into a data import process without having a thorough 
understanding of data beforehand (Matson: see [0035], lines 10-12). 

Referring to claim 2, the combination of Matson and Moss (hereafter 
Matson/Moss) discloses the system of claim 1 wherein said loader component 

processes said parsed data into a proper format [XML] for insertion into said 
database [database 111] (Matson: see [0036]-[0037], lines 1-3); 

stores said parsed data in a file [supplier XML file 21 5] (see [0039], lines 3-8); 

said loader component being further configured to deactivate access to a 
temporary table in said database (Moss: see [0465]); 

loading said file into said temporary table in said database (Moss: see [0465]); 

and 

thereafter re-activate access to said temporary table (Moss: see [0465]). 

Referring to claim 3, Matson/Moss discloses the system of claim 1 wherein said 
data sorting component also inserts relational link information in said plurality of tables 
in said database [loading relational data into database 111] (Matson: see [0035], lines 
7-10). 

Referring to claim 4, Matson/Moss discloses the system of claim 1 wherein said 
data sorting component, upon accessing a data item in said temporary tables that 
indicates an error, moves said data item into a corresponding error table [faulty products 
data file] (see Matson [0043]). 

Referring to claim 5, Matson/Moss discloses the system of claim 1 wherein: 
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said parsing component includes a generic parsing component having common 
functionality to parse data (Matson: see [0037]); and 

wherein at least one specific function is implemented into a specific parsing 
component which encapsulates said generic parsing component, said at least one 
specific function modifying functionality of said generic parsing component so that said 
specific parsing component can parse data in a specific format (Matson: see [0038]). 

Referring to claim 6, Matson/Moss discloses the system of claim 5 wherein said 
at least one specific function overrides corresponding functionality in said generic 
parsing component (Matson: see [0038]). 

Referring to claim 7, Matson/Moss discloses the system of claim 1 wherein said 
data sorting component processes data in terms of one of: transaction data [product 
transactions] (Matson: see [0023]), line item data, additional data, enhanced data, trip 
leg data, and card balance data. 

Referring to claims 10-13 and 15-17, the claims are rejected respectively on 
the same grounds as claims 1-7. 
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5. Claims 8, 9 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US PGPub 2004/0186821 to Matson et al in view of US PGPub 
2005/0160014 to Moss et al as applied respectively to claims 1 and 10 above, and 
further in view of US Patent No 6,633,878 to Underwood (hereafter Underwood). 

Referring to claim 8, Matson/Moss discloses transactions, however, 
Matson/Moss fails to explicitly disclose the further limitation wherein said data is 
transactional data representing transactions completed using a commercial credit card. 
Underwood discloses initializing an ecommerce database framework, including the 
further limitation wherein said data is transactional data representing transactions 
completed using a commercial credit card (see column 107, lines 56-61). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to utilize the feature of Underwood wherein commercial credit cards 
represent the transactions with the system of Matson/Moss. One would have been 
motivated to do so since Matson/Moss handles data received from real-time data feeds 
(Matson: see [0023], lines 3-7). 

Referring to claim 9, the combination of Matson/Moss and Underwood 
discloses the system of claim 8 wherein said data sorting component includes additional 
information in said data tables regarding tax information for said transactional data 
(Underwood: see column 116, lines 7-17). 

Referring to claim 14, Matson/Moss discloses transactions, however, 
Matson/Moss fails to explicitly disclose the further limitation wherein said data is credit 
card transaction data. Underwood discloses initializing an ecommerce database 
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framework, including the further limitation said data is credit card transaction data (see 
column 107, lines 56-61). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to utilize the feature of Underwood wherein commercial credit cards 
represent the transactions with the method of Matson/Moss. One would have been 
motivated to do so since Matson/Moss handles data received from real-time data feeds 
(Matson: see [0023], lines 3-7). 

6. Claims 18, 20 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US PGPub 2004/0186821 to Matson et al in view of US PGPub 
2005/0160014 to Moss et al in view of US Patent 7,181,417 to Langseth et al 
(hereafter Langseth). 

Referring to claim 18, Matson discloses a system for processing incoming data 
and inserting said incoming data into a database, comprising: 

an incoming data receiving component [IM 107], to connect to a source of data 
[sources 101, 103 and 105] and receive incoming data (see [0031]); 

a parsing component [process 211] communicating with said incoming data 
receiving component, to receive and parse said incoming data as a function of a 
plurality of fields [supplier name, supplier product number, etc] (see [0037]); 

a loader component, in communication with said parsing component, to receive 
parsed data from said parsing component, and to sort said parsed data [stores in XML 
file 215] (see [0039], lines 1-3) as a function of said plurality of fields (see [0037]); 
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a data sorting component [data load technician] to re-sort said sorted data into a 
plurality of tables [files] in said database [database 111] (see [0059]-[0060]). 

However, Matson fail to explicitly disclose the further limitation of sorting the 
parsed data into a plurality of temporary tables. Moss discloses the insertion of 
transactional data into a database, including the further limitation of sorting the parsed 
data into a plurality of temporary tables [staging tables] (se [0465]) in order to increases 
efficiency by avoiding feeding data into a data import process without having a thorough 
understanding of data beforehand. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to load the XML file data of Matson into the staging tables as disclosed by 
Moss. One would have been motivated to do so in order to increase efficiency by 
avoiding feeding data into a data import process without having a thorough 
understanding of data beforehand (Matson: see [0035], lines 10-12). 

Matson/Moss fails to explicitly disclose the further limitation of the loader 
component sorting the parsed data in to a plurality of tables according to programmed 
SQL queries. Langseth discloses loading parsed data into a temporary database, 
including the further limitation of loading the data according to programmed SQL 
queries [pre-tested SQL scripts] (see column 17, lines 21-29). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to utilize the pre-tested scripts of Langseth to load the data into the database 
of Matson/Moss. One would have been motivated to do so in order to increase the 
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accuracy and efficiency of sorting the data by utilizing pre-tested scripts that are known 
to be accurate. 

Referring to claim 20, the combination of Matson/Moss and Langseth (hereafter 
Matson/Moss/Langseth) discloses the system of claim 18 wherein said re-sorting 
comprises invoice transaction processing and card balance processing (Langseth: see 
column 15, line 36 - column 16, line 6). 

Referring to claim 21, Matson/Moss/Langseth discloses the system of claim 20 
wherein each of said transaction processing and said card balancing processing uses 
separate SQL statements to retrieve data from said temporary tables [there are multiple 
pre-tested scripts] (Langseth: see column 17, lines 21-29). 

7. Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
PGPub 2004/0186821 to Matson et al in view of US PGPub 2005/0160014 to Moss 
et al in view of US Patent 7,181,417 to Langseth et al as applied to claim 18 above, 
and further in view of US Patent No 6,633,878 to Underwood. 

Referring to claim 19, Matson/Moss/Langseth discloses transactions, however, 
Matson/Moss/Langseth fails to explicitly disclose the further limitation wherein said data 
is transactional data representing transactions completed using a commercial credit 
card. Underwood discloses initializing an ecommerce database framework, including 
the further limitation wherein said data is transactional data representing transactions 
completed using a commercial credit card (see column 107, lines 56-61). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to utilize the feature of Underwood wherein commercial credit cards 
represent the transactions with the system of Matson/Moss/Langseth. One would have 
been motivated to do so since Matson/Moss/Langseth handles data received from real- 
time data feeds (Matson: see [0023], lines 3-7). 



Response to Arguments 

8. The rejections in the Office Action were based on Matson/Moss. 

9. Applicant's arguments filed 14 September 2007 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

10. Referring to applicant's arguments on pages 7-8 of the Remarks, applicant 
argues: Applicants respectfully submit that here, Matson simply discloses string the 
parsed XML data without any further sorting at all, no less, sorting the parsed data into 
temporary tables as a function of said plurality of fields as particularly claimed. 

The examiner respectfully disagrees. It is noted that Moss is utilized to teach the 
concept of the temporary tables. Matson is utilized to teach the concept of parsing the 
data as a function of a plurality of fields. Matson ([0037], lines 15-18) states "This 
means that every "field" that the supplier supplies/identifies as part of the dataset will be 
parsed from the input file and stored as separate elements in the supplier XML file." 
Separating the fields is considered to represent sorting the parsed data. 
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Conclusion 

1 1 . THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kimberly Lovel whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
2750. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 - 4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cottingham can be reached on (571 ) 272-7079. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Kimberly Lovel 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2167 

20 November 2007 ^ ^^gfeCT 

' JO/ffaOTTINGHAM 
SUPERVISORY PATEN/ EXAMINER 



